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BERURE Th: BUARD UF MaDLCAL QUALLTY AUGURANCE
DIVISLON OF MEDICAL QUALLTY : ,
REDACTED
DEPAICTIENT UF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATL OF CALIFORNIA

o In the Matter of the Accusation )
, : Apainst: %
. ROGER Co SLATER, 1%,D. HO. D-1784 -
L 24,0 fast Hobuun Way g
- flytho, California L1187
., Certificate No. C-3HOL7, 3
Hospondens, ‘
DIEECI3ION -

The attached Proposed Decision of the Administrative
Law Juugo is hereby adopted by the Beard of Medical Quality Assuraunce

as 1ts daclslon In the above~untitled matbLur.
YoLh

Thin ducision shall vecome offective on the

day of Vay , L977.
April ,

IT 15 S50 (RDERSD thin _20th  duy of

7.

BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY AUSURANCE . -
DIYISION UF MEDICAL QUALLITY ‘
DESARTMENT OF CON3SUMER AFFAIRG
SPATE OF CALIFORNIA

By Jﬁgbulqﬂ Q;Zg&gdl -

D{AHCIIE C. 9MBLH, Secrotary-Troasurer o
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QEFGE THy BUARD OF FEDISAL QUALITY AGSURANCE
DIVISIUN OF MEDICAL QUALLTY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMSK AFFALRS
STATE OF CALTFORMIA

In the Matter of the accusation )

Agpainst: .
ROGER C. HLATHR, M.D. N0, D-17BL
240 Eagt. lobson Way
Blythe, Callforuia L~116777

Certificate No, C-18017,

Rospondent,

PROPOSED DECIGION

_This matter came ou regulurly'ror hearing before
Frank Briut, Administrative Law Judge of the UIflce of Administra-

tive Hearinps, at Blythe, California, on December 28, 1976, at the

hour of 9:00 .. Sawuel E. Spisal, Deputy Attorney General, i .
appesred on bzhalf of the complainant. fospondent appeared in §
>persou and way reprosented by Joel W. VWest and Glen R, Bradak, ' -~
ALLorneys<at La.. Line 2, Papge ) of the Accusstlion was amoended by . ‘1 |
striking "Jonu and Decomber® and dnserting by interlineation ) ‘rr,ﬂ |

"Aprilbl, 1974 and July 23 £ dence, buth oral and documentary
was received and the parties were pranted vimo in which to submit ; |
wriLLun\argumont. Cumpluinuntﬁ memorandum Was received January 5,
1977 and merked Exhibiv 7 for identificavlon. Itespondent's -
memorandum was reccived on January 24, 1477 and marked - Exhibit B -
{nr idcntification; The watler is now submittéd and the
Admlnistrative Law Judge Plnds the following [acto:
L
Raymond Reld 15 the Execubive Svcretary of the Board of
Madical Quality Assurance and made the subject Accusation 1p his
officlal capaclty.
11
(A) Or September 12, 1956, respondent Roger C. Slater

(hereinalter referred to as "Respondent) was fssusd Physiclan's
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Reed Eshelman to visit Maria Resssep Esther Do, Homer Jeigmim

and Burgeon's Certlificuate No. 18017. Tho certificate is in full
force and foccb. . :
(B) On Docember 3, 1975, the Board granted respondent
a Cartlficate oflApproval 10 supervisn ltonald Leo McGullugh, a
Phyaiclan's Ascistant.
IIxr

() Reed Eshelman is a licensed chiropractor who |

practiced his licenied profession in Blythe, California until i

April 1, 1975. On April 1, 1975, respondent employed faed Eshelman
to assist him in the supervislon and manégemunt of his medical é, .
offices and othel duties as nueded Lo assist respondent. While y

fo omploywd Heed Eshalman wan to recalve tralning from vhe respon- |
dent for possigle~licensing as' v physiclan's assistant. Reed
Eshelman's training included accompanying respondent on his visits
of patlents at the Falo Verde Hospltal, in order to become familiar
with respondent's patients and thelr treatwment. When raspordent was
wavai lable . Roed Eshelmar was responsitle for seelinp pat’ente who
camo Lo Lhn office for ordered treatment and poussible refurral to
othor - ulclanit in the qummunluy.

‘(B) On or about April 30, 1975, James Yailgme -
patinnt of respondent, called respondent's office fcr a medical
appolntrient due to an earache. He was advised that respondent
would not be avallable that day but. that Reed Echelman would see
him if he wanted to come in. James W isited the offlce
on said dute aqd was directed to a room where Reed Eshelman
examined him, <iagnosed his allment, and prescribed medlcagion which
was telephoned to a oharmocy by Reod Lshelman. Subsoqhnncly, the
prescription vas illod and dellvered to James Wc_by the

pharmacy.
(C) On June 14, 1979, a Saturday, respondent instrucied

and Clarence McMeaSmmp 41l of whom ware respondent’s pationts who

were hospitalized and receiving medical care in tho Palo Verde

o
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}Jl Houpital (bereinalter roferred Lo an Hosplial). Hooed Bsholman

v ‘ visited the named patients in the hospltal and alter conversation
with each and/or the asuipned nurse, gave verbal dnstructions to

the nursing starf tes Discontlnue sitz baths (J‘, remiove
vaginal pack (l(‘, administer an unema (McM-, und the
discharpge of a patient (D-). The hospital staff was aware
that Heed Esh:lman was not properly licensed, and as a precautionary
measure, conticted vespondent for approval before carrying out Ehu
ordersy,
. I\, '

(A) Respondent has practiced medicine in Blythe for the
past twenty-one years, le 13 the Chies of Jtaff and the Chlefl of
Surgery at sald hospital. Respondent has an excellent ruéubaticn
in the communlty as a physliclan and surpgeon.

(B) 01 July 23, Ly75, respondent discharged Reed
Eshelman, when al investigator for the Board contacted him in
connect.inn with the complaint which initiaeted the subject investi-
gatlon. Respondenu thereafter apolied for and received Board
approval vo superitise a Physiclan's Assistant. Since raceiving vaid
approval rospondoert, has utllized a 1izansed Physiclants Asslstant to

ald him In hiz practice.

Special Rubing
Complainiut's rebuttal witnens' testimony was received,

subjuct to being stricken Lf it were established that tha
"Miranda" rules of criminal iaw were applicable to an administrative
proceeding. Under iho circumstances surrounding the witness'

interview with the respendent and the limited purpose for whlch the

: testimony was offered, such criminsl iaw rale is not appllcable.
L Said testimony shall bLe received for the limited purpuuerffared.
] LR B ]
Pursuant - the foregoing findings of fact, the Administra-

tive Law Judge makes Lhe following determination of issues:
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Grounds f{or the suspunsion or revotutlon éf rcspéndunt’a
1license have beeh ngtablished purpuéun Lo Sectlon 2300 of the
Husiness and Professlons Code In that respondent ic guilty of
unprofessional conduct ss del'lned in Sectlon 2361l (a) of Lhe
Business and Professions Cude In canjunction with Sectlorn 2392 of
said Codes in ghat respundeni alded aﬁ unlicensed person to treat
the sick or afflicted us set lerth in paragfaph III hercinabove.

Ir A -

Grounds for the suspension or revocation of respondent’s
Approval status to supervise a Physlclan's Asalntance have been
ostablished pursuant vo Seetion L379.8(a) of Tihla 16; Saliforula
Administratlve Code in that respondent is pullly of unprof'essional
conduct as defined in Chapter 5 of Divisien ¢ of the Buslness and
Professlons Tode, 15 tmore particularly sot fortlb in parugfuph 1
of tho Déberminatiun ol lasues hercinabove.

) L » ] n W

VHEREFORE, TS l;'OLL('MlNG ORDER i.s hereby tnade:

The License of respondent Roger C. Slater, M.D. to
practica medicine and surgary in the State of Cblnfogila and the!
approval to supervise a Physiclan's Assistant are hereby suspanded
for a poricd of thirty {30) days; provided, “wever, execution
of Lhls order of suspension shall be stayed ¢ respondent placed
on probatlon for a period ol two years on the Following terms and
condlclions:

1. Respondent shall comply with all laws or the
United States and of the State of California and 1ts political
subdivisions and all the rulcs and regulations of the Board of ~

- Medical Quality Assurance of the State of California.

2, Rospordent shall inltlate and submit to the Divislon
.of Medical Quality at quarterly intervals an affidavit to the
effect that he 13 closely supervising his Physicinn'as Asslstans,

if any, and has fully and fajth{ully complied with all tha terws-and

—ly



. conditlons of the probustlon Lepused heruin.

Upon compliance with the terms and conditions horein

set forth and upon explrstion of the two yuwar ‘verm o. probuation,

thn certificate of respopdent Lv pracvice mediclne and surgery in

the State of California, and the Approval to supervise a Physiclan'y

Arslstant shall be restored to lts full privileges; provided, howevar,

that in the ovent that if respondent violates or faile Lo comply

with anyv of the terms and conditions of this order, thes Divislon

of Medical Quality, after notice to raspondent including an

opportunity to be heard, may perminste said probation and suspund

sald certificnte offcctive immediately or make such other order

modafying or chanping the Lerws of probation herein as 1t deems

just and reasonable in its discretlon.
1 hereby submit the foregoing which
constitutes my Froposed Decision in
the abovo-entitled matter, as a
result of the hearing had before me
on Dacember 28, 1976, a. Blythe,
Caiifornia, and recommend its adootion
ap the decision of the Divisiun of

Medical Quality, Hoard uf Madical
Quality Assurance.

Y. 2

‘"fRANK BRITT,
Administrative Law Judpe :
JitCice ol Administrativz tlcerings
DATED: February 2, L977 ; '
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1 AERCIVED GATRAMLETA
unais oF :.'.!'.mn..'\i:'

! Ll EVELLE J. YOUNGER, Attorney General NOLIEI R R

x DAVID - CHANDLER -
< Du$uty Attoruev Gensral Aen 20 Huw T

110 West A Street, Suite V0

5 san Dlego, Callfornia 92101

Telephone: (714) 236-7111%

. nam 4
St Attorneys for Complainant
L 5 '
Pyl |
R 8 SEFORE THE BOAKD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURAKCE
R
) ' 7 PIVISIOR OF MEDICAL QUALITY
SN 8 DLPAKTMENT OF CONSUMER AFTAIRS
I 9 STATE OF CALIFORNIA
i 1c
' 12 | 1n the Matter of the Accusatlon ) NO, _ D-1754
Against: 3
12 ACCUSATION
ROGER C. SLATER, M,D. )
13 240 East Hobson Way )
Blythe, Ealifornia )
14 Certificate No. C-18017, )
15 Respondent. ;
— )
18
17 Raymond Reid alleges:
18 1. Ne is the Executive Secretary of the Board of

18 | Medical Quality Assurance and makes this accusation in his

[
l
-
T 20| ofricial capucity.
} 7. On September 12, 1956, respondent Roger C. Slater
l

21 z.
r 2z | was #ssued Physiclan's and Surgeon's Certificate No. 1B017. The

", 23 | certificate is in fuil force and effect.

24 3. On December 3, 1975, respondent was issued a
25 | certificate of interim approval to supervise a Physiclan's
20 § Assistant by the Board. The certiticate is in full force and ' |
. ‘ 27 | effect. . .

i o [ 28 4. Pursuerc to Rusiness and Professions Code section V . }

29 § 2360, every Physician's and Surgeon's certificate issued way be

30 | suspended or revoked,

3z 5., Pursuant to .Business and Professions Code saction

1.
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2361,

the Board shall take action against any hoider of a certifi-
cate who Ls guilny>o[ unprofesyfonal conducl, Vupruvfesslonal
ronduct includes viointing or pttempting to violate, directly or
indirectly, or assistilng in or nbec:ing the violaui&n of, or
conspiring to violate, any provision or term of this chapter.

6. Business and Professions Code section 2392 provides'
"The employing, directly or Jndiivectiy, of aay
suspended or unlicensad practitioner in the practice of
any system or mode of treating the siclk nrla£flicted
or the aiding or abetting of any unlicensed person to
practice any'kystem or mode of treating the sick or
afflicted constitutss unprofessional conduct within the
meaning of this chapter.”

v. valifornia Administrative Code, ‘title 16, section

1379.8(a) provides:

"“'he Board may revoke, suspenrt, for not more than
one year, or place on probationsry status approval to
supervise a partlcular Physician’s Assistant when the
finis:

() The approved Supervising Physician has been

Board

pulity of unprofessioual conduct as defined in Chapter

5 of Division 2 of the Business and Protes#ivns Code.

A declsion of the Beard pursuant to a procecding in

accordance with Chapter 5 (commencing with section

11500) of Part ). of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Goveru-

ment Code shall be vonclusive evideace of said unpro-

fessional conduct."

8. Respondent's certificate and his approva. to

éuoervlse a Physicinn's Assistant 1s subjz2ct to Alscipline
pursuant to sections 2361 and 2392 of the Business and Professions

Ccde aud section 1379.8(a) of Title 16, California Administrative

2'




' 1 [ Code, un account of the following conduet:

, 3 2 Be*wesn June and December 1975 respondent
E A saployed and afded and abetted Reed Eghelmnan, an
4 unlicensed purs’on', in the practice of systems ur
(/] modes of treatiug the sick and afflicted, Whilc
8 in the employ of respondcz‘;t and acting within the
7 course and scope of sald ewployment, Reed Eshelman
8 treated James WO Maris rGR Esrer

9 QI Honrr J@B and Clarence M;.-M‘ .

10 WHEREFORE, respondent prays 4 lieaving be hold en the

11 | marters alleged and after a heavluy that the Board issue an order:

12 . {1) revoking or suspendini; the Physician's

o f : 13 and Surgeon's certificate ¢f respondent, or taking

i 2 ’ 14 other sction pursuant to section 2372 of the

]; . % 15 Business and l’:ofcss‘wns Code;

1 ] 18 (2) vevoking, suspending oy placing on pro-

. ) ; 17 batfon the Vappl‘uval of respondent to supurv'J:or_ i -

) 4 13 Physician's Assistant;

? 19 (3) taking such other and turther action as
| ° al‘ 20 the Board deems proper. ‘
- 21 DATED; SAs/z7¢

. . ’ 22

: ﬁ\ \' 3 : / .'ﬁ- /\L\;g
24 YMOND RELD :

Complakiant




